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AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. DREIER) at 4 o’clock and 
9 minutes p.m. 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.R. 4635 and that I may in-
clude tabular and extraneous material 
therein. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
f 

DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AF-
FAIRS AND HOUSING AND URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT, AND INDE-
PENDENT AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2001 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 525 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the State of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 4635. 
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 4635) 
making appropriations for the Depart-
ments of Veterans Affairs and Housing 
and Urban Development, and for sun-
dry independent agencies, boards, com-
missions, corporations, and offices for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2001, and for other purposes, with Mr. 
PEASE in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 

rule, the bill is considered as having 
been read the first time. 

Under the rule, the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. WALSH) and the gen-
tleman from West Virginia (Mr. MOL-
LOHAN) each will control 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. WALSH). 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, it is my pleasure to 
bring before the full House of Rep-
resentatives the bill, H.R. 4635, making 
fiscal year 2001 appropriations for the 
Departments of Veterans Affairs, Hous-
ing and Urban Development and inde-
pendent agencies. So that we can move 
quickly, I will keep my comments 
brief. 

First, let me just thank the distin-
guished gentleman from West Virginia 
(Mr. MOLLOHAN) for his advice and 
counsel throughout this discussion. 
Even though we have different political 

persuasions, I think we share almost 
all of the same priorities in this bill, 
which makes it, as one might imagine, 
much less difficult to bring a bill to the 
floor. 

We do not agree on everything obvi-
ously, but I think in most cases we do. 
So we have enjoyed the benefit of his 
advice and the staffs have worked very 
closely together. The subcommittee 
and the full committee worked very 
hard to bring this bill out. 

Like most of the appropriations sub-
committees, we were given a very tight 
302(b) allocation. Nevertheless, we were 
able to make what I think are good 
policy and funding choices to produce a 
good, fair bill that deserves support. 

Here are some of the highlights: this 
bill fully funds veterans medical care 
with a $1.355 billion increase over last 
year’s record level. Last year, we in-
creased it $1.7 billion, $1.355 billion this 
year for a total of over $3 billion in-
crease in 2 years. I think that shows 
how important this subcommittee, this 
full committee, and the House take our 
commitments to our veterans. It pro-
vides full funding for medical research, 
major construction, and cemetery ad-
ministration operations. 

Just as important, we have begun an 
effort to conduct better oversight of 
how much medical care funding goes 
for medical care, per se, and how much 
goes to maintaining buildings and fa-
cilities. All veterans, no matter where 
they are located, deserve the best fa-
cilities that we can offer. 

We have also included language to 
make sure that veterans medical re-
ceipts stay within the VA system and 
do not go to the Treasury as was sug-
gested by the Administration. 

Expiring section 8 contracts at HUD 
are fully funded, and we have included 
language to push the Department to do 
a better, faster job of getting funds out 
of Washington to the people who need 
them most. HUD’s record in this regard 
is not one to be proud of. We had 247,000 
section 8 vouchers go begging last year 
because HUD did not get the job done. 
So we have accounted for that and still 
have fully funded the section 8 require-
ments. 

We have essentially level funded the 
Community Development Block Grant 
entitlement programs, trimming them 
by less than 1 percent. We have level 
funded or only slightly reduced most 
other HUD programs, making sure that 
HUD was not using the bank to pay for 
other programs as it did last year. 

AmeriCorps has been zeroed out. I am 
sure that will be a topic for discussion 
in conference and in consultation with 
the White House. In this bill, there is 
no funding. 

EPA’s operating programs have been 
level funded while various State grant 
programs, which assist the States in 
implementing Federal laws, have been 
more than fully funded. The Clean 
Water State Revolving Fund program, 

gutted in the President’s budget re-
quest, has been restored to $1.2 billion. 
That is real commitment on the part of 
Congress to support cleaner water and 
to improve the environment of this 
country, an area where I think the Ad-
ministration is sorely lacking, while 
State and local air grants from section 
319 non-point source pollution grants 
have been increased significantly. 

Perhaps most important, we have 
proposed $245 million, more than dou-
ble last year’s level and $85 million 
more than the Administration’s re-
quest, for section 106 pollution control 
grants. These grants offer the States 
the maximum flexibility to deal with 
the difficult TMDL issues facing the 
States. 

To help the States deal with the 
MTBE problems caused by leaking un-
derground storage tank facilities, that 
is a gasoline additive that has recently 
been banned by the EPA, we have 
upped the account at EPA by $9 million 
over last year and $7 million over the 
budget request. 

CDFI, one of the President’s new pro-
grams, has been proposed for an in-
crease over last year’s funding level. 
They are doing a good job. They de-
serve our support; we provided it. 
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Likewise, the Neighborhood Rein-

vestment Corporation, perhaps the 
most productive and most efficient 
Federal organization dealing with 
housing, has been provided their full 
funding level of $90 million. Again, 
they have earned and deserve our sup-
port. We should reward positive per-
formance. 

The National Science Foundation has 
received an increase of $167 million 
over last year’s level, putting them 
over $4 billion, their largest funding 
level ever. 

Similarly, NASA received an in-
crease over last year of $113 million, 
their first increase in several years. 

Mr. Chairman, there is one point re-
garding this bill that really needs to be 
made. I stated at the outset that we 
faced a tight allocation. Nevertheless, 
there is some talk circulating that this 
bill received an allocation that is near-
ly $5 billion above last year. I would 
like to try to set the record straight. 
The reality is that our new allocation 
is $78 billion in new budget authority. 
The reality is that CBO’s freeze level 
for this budget was $76.9 billion. We 
have, therefore, a net increase of just 
$1.1 billion over last year. 

I hasten to add that that increase has 
been totally absorbed by VA medical 
care, $1.355 billion over last year, a 
Section 8 housing increase of nearly $2 
billion, and increases provided for Na-
tional Science Foundation and NASA 
over last year’s level. Nearly every 
other program in this bill was either 
level funded or reduced slightly so that 
we could meet these necessary in-
creases and still stay within our alloca-
tion. 
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